
October 17,2003 

Commisnioner Michael J C o p p ~  
Federal Communications Commlssion 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wa~hington, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copp~,  

I m wri'ing to voice my opposition to m y  FcC-mnndnted adoption of "broadcant flag technology for digitPltclcvirion 
and citizen, I feel ntrongly that mch B policy would be bad for Lulovstirm, c o m e r  ri&tl. nnd the ultimate adoption of I)Tv 

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  electronic# mwt be m d e d  in manufncturen' sbility to h o v n t e  for their nrptomcn Allowing 
movie ptudioo to veto fenturei of DTV-reccption equipmrnt wiU m b l e  the ptudios to tell t e c h l o @ t @  what new products they cnn 
creste % will r e d t  in productl that don't n e c e i i d y  reflect what c o m e r e  like me wtuelly want, nndit could r e d  in me bekg 
charged more money for inf&or fmctiollplity 

If the FCC ismen a broadcast t lq  mandste, I would sctuaUy be lean Wrely to make nn investment in !YW-capable recmvcrp d othar 
equipment I d not pny more for device# that limit my rights at thc behem of Hollyood Please do not mandate broadc& t lq  
technology for &tal television Thanlr you for yow time 

a c o m a  

Sincerely, 

Dmel  Westrick 
3 157 Brememn Place 
La l o b ,  CA 92037 
USA 
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Octaber 17,2003 

Commiidoner Michael I Copps 
Federal Communications Commbmon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wasiungton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I nm vn-itiq to voice my oppodiinn (D m y  FCC-mandated dopiinn of "t-ndcplt fhg technology fnr di&d televidon Al P c o m a  
and ciw I feel strongly that such P pnhy wnuld be bPd fm innovatiors cmuumer rights, and the u l h a t e  ndoptim of ryrV 

A robust, competitive mnrket for c n n m e r  electrnnics m u d  be rnoted in mmufactmm' ability tn innnvate fm their nutmnm Allowing 
movie studios to veto featurei of DW-recgtinn equipment wiU amble thc ltudioi to tell t c c h n c l o ~  what new products they CM 

crente This will r e d t  in pducu  thnt don't necesmrily retlcct what c o m c n  like me ~ d u d y  wmt, Bnd it could result in me b e i q  
chnrged more money far inferior functiondify 

If the FCC insues a broadcast flng mandate. I wnuld actually be less likely to mnke an invsltment in DW-capable r e c a v m  and other 
equipment I will not pay mom for devicei that limit my righfl nt the behelf of HoUywnnd P h n e  do not mandnte broadcmt flng 
technology for d@td television l hnk  you fm your h e  

Sincerely, 

Eugene Vmcnnm 
2639ColfuAve # I 1  
M h e a p o h ,  MN 55408 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. 0 C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgkpl televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust competitlve market for consumer eleetronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturers' abllrty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allavlng movle studlos to veto features d DW-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to bll technologlm 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't nsersarlly reflect what consumers Illce me 
actually want, and it could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor lunctlonalb 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvsra 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcea thnt llmk my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgh l  televlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Mlcheal Vega 
4623 Elan tresent 
Lakeland, FL 33810 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Federal Commumcahons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am m u n g  to voice my opposiuon to my FCC-mandated adopaon of "broadcast flag'' technology for dgd 
television. As a consumer and nhzen, I feel strondy that such a pokcywould be bnd for innovahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ultrmnte rdopuon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve mark t  for conrumer electromcs must be rooted m manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowng movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equipment will enable the s t u d 0 3  to 
tell technolog~sts what new products they can cxeatc. Tru5 wll result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers Lk me actually want, and it could result in me bang chuged more money for infenor 
funchonPlty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flogmanhte, I would actually be less kkaly to make m investment m W-capab le  
receivers and other equpmmt. I d not pay more for devices that h i t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flq technology for &gtd television. Thank you for your hme. 

Smcerely, 

Don Schaefer 
535 Albany s t  
Boston, MA 02118 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Comm~ssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communicauons Comrmrsion 
445 12th Street, NW 
UC'ashmgton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I a m  wnmg to voice my opposiuon to any FCC-mandated adopaon of "broadcast fld' technology for +tal 
televlsion. As a consumer and auzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcy would be bad for movahon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulhmate ndopbon of DTV. 

A robust, compeuhve markct for consumer electromcs must be rooted m mmufacturers' abihty to movate  for 
their customers. Allowmg movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon e q u p e n t  w d  enable the stud~os to 
tell technologsts vhnt new products they C M  cranto. ' h s  will rosult m products that don't necesspnly reflect 
what consumers like me actudy wont, nnd it could result m me bung chnrged more money for infenor 
funchonalty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudy be less hkely to m&e nn mveshnent m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I d l  not pay more for devices that Lrmt my nghtr at the bchcrt of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telemsion. Thank you for p u r  m e .  

Sincerely, 

David F a d  
37 103RD AVE NE APT 517 
B d e w e ,  WA 98004 
USA 



October 17. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that l i m i t  my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Brian Pugh 
4 1 3 1  Park St 
Redwood City. CA 91061 
USA 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulatlon would restrlct the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer If switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buylng new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another devlce In my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and Its allles to hinder the transltlon 
by making us buy special-purpose DTVdevices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the falr-use Implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and spllce it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Derek Schanz 
N73 W7159 Walnut St. 
Cedarburg, W I  53012 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC ~(1554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

4s a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital televlsion transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital televlsion equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a pnssive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record Tv to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier T V  
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadeast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Altman 
195 Hackensack Avenue 
Harrington Park, N J  07640 



Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Cornmissioner Copps 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely conc 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

rr d that 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record N to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie. send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely 

Branden Werth 
94-410 Welehu PI 
Mililani. HI 96789 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlslon. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wlll be far more palatable to  me as a consumer If switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my llvlng room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transltlon 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use impllcatlons of the broadcastflag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play It a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment' A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Paul A Pearson 
7700 Organ Creek Rd 
Pendleton, KY 40055 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravety concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy televlsion. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my llvlng room. Please do not allow the MPAA and Its allles to  hinder the transltion 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned about the falr-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new dlgital equipment? A prettier N 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronlcs and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

John 
]kara@techie.com 
Los Angeles, CA 90029 

mailto:kara@techie.com


Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits o f  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition w i l l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new hlgh-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip 
of my child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove thls control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equlpment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense wi th  a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Joel Sherman 
343 Concord Dr. 
Watertown, CT Ob795 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics. and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag " I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays. and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DW devices that are more expensive and less valuable 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment'? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag 

Sincerely, 

Steven Cotton 
3376 Cottonwood Drive 
Saint Charles, MO 63301 
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Friday, October 17 2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the  Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote agalnst t h e  adoption of a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravelv 
concerned tha t  a broadcast flag regulat ion would restrlct t h e  way I enjoy television. 

The digital television t ransi t ion relies on convincing consumers of  t h e  benefits o f  swltching t o  
and buying digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more  palatable to  m e  as a 
consumer if switching doesn't mean discardlng m y  existing home network, buylng new hlgh- 
resolut ion displays, and finding room for yet  another device in m y  living room,  Please do not 
allow the  MPAA and i ts allles t o  hinder t h e  transition by making us buy special-purpose D W  
devices that  are more  expenslve and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I a m  very concerned about t h e  fair-use implicatlons of the broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be more  than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, 
and participate. I can record TV to  watch later; clip a small  piece of TV and splice it into a 
home movie; send an email  clip of m y  child'sfootball game t o  a distant relative; or  record a 
lV program onto a DVD and play it a t  m y  friend's apartment.  The broadcast flag seems 
designed t o  remove thls control  and flexiblllty that  I enjoy. 

If the  move t o  digital television does not  make  t h e  publlc's vlewing experience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, wha t  compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new 
digital equipment? A pret t ier  TV picture is hardly enough reason for m e  t o  dispense wi th  al l  m y  
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citlzen and consumer of  
broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Anthony Rozga 
7702 Kit Fox Drive 
Wellington, CO 80549 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of"broadcastflag" technology for d l g h l  televlslon As a 
consumer nnd cltlren, I feel strongly thBt such a pollcy w u l d  be bed b r  Innmtlon. consumer rlghb, and the ultlmata 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, compettke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhduren' ablllly to Innobate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teehnologlm 
what new products they can create Thh wlll result In products that don't necessrrlly rellectwhat conSumerS Ilk me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money b r  Inferlor 7unctlonalHy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I w u l d  actually be lass llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable receken 
and other equlpmant 1 wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmk my rlghta at the behest a( Hollywood Pleaae do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgh l  talevlalon Thank you b r  your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Stephen Kostecke 
44 Red Hawk Dr 
Cranston. RI 02921 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Cornmlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchsel Copps, 

I am wrhlng to vclce my opposklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltsl televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a polley would be bad b r  Innovatlon. consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robun, compettke market b r  conrumer electronlcr muat be rooted In manuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allewlng mwle Studlos to veto leaturer of DN.racepmn equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlm 
what new products they can create Thl i  wlll result In products that don't necarsrrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually w n t ,  and it could result In me aelng charged mora money for Inferlor functlonallh, 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to mnka an Investment In DN-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for davlces that IlmH my rlghb at the behest of Hollwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal telwlilon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Bradford Behr 
19641 Brasale Place 
Gatthersburg, MD 20.386 
U S A  



October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J topps 
Federal tommunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to wrlce my opposnlon to any Ftt-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttal telwlslon As e 
consumer and ctlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcymruld be bad for Innoratlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competttbe market for consumer electronlcs m u s t  be rooted In manuhcturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle Itudlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to (ell (echnologlsb 
what new produm they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't nceersarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
aetually m n t .  and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonrlky 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I w u l d  actually be less Illcely to mske an investment In DN-capable recekm 
and other equipment I wlll not pay more for dwleer that llmR my rlghts at the behest of Hollyweod. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag achnology for dlgltal telwlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely 

Erlc Mlller 
14103rd Ave 
Howell, MI 48843 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedenl tommunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlehael Copps, 

I am wrhlng to volce my opposklon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast (lag" technology for dlgRal televlslon & a 
consumer and chlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innevptlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmete 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust. competltbe market lor c~nrumer  electranlcr muat be rootad In manufacturers' abllltj to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allewlng mevle studlos to veto features d DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the nudlos to bell tnchnologlrts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In producb that don't necarnrlly reflect what consumen llkc me 
actually m n t .  and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor fundlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less I lbly to make an Investment In DN-capable r e c e b n  
and otner equlpment I WIII not pay more for devlces that llmt my rlghb nt the behest or Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor d l g b l  tnlevlslon Think you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Chrlstopher Hollomon 
1537 BmbrldQe Drtve 
Jackson. MS 39211 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposklon to any FCCmandaM adoptlon d "bmadcnst flag" technology for d l g h l  televlrlon AS a 
consumer and eltlzen. I (eel strongly that such a p o k y  would be tad  lor Innmtlon, consumer rights. and the ultimate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust competttke market l o r  consumer electronlcs mud be rooted In manutactunrs' ablltty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers Allowlng movle dudlor to veto features of DN-reCeptlOn equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlr*l 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neca9sarlly reTlect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and n could result In me belng charged more money for lnterlorfunctlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandab. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recetders 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlces that llmk my rlghtn at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d l g b l  telwialon Thank you (or your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Zachaly Campos 
4137 Homestead Dr 
Lakeland, FL 33810 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, 0 C 20554 

Deer Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposttlen to any FCCmandated edoptlon d "bmadcnst flag" technology for dlgltsl televldon As P 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such 8 pollcy m u l d  be tad br Innomtlon, consumer rlghIs and the utlmate 
adoptlon of O N  

A robust, competltke market for eonrumer electronkr must be rooted In manuhduren' ebllny to Innovate for thelf 
customers Allewlng mwle studlor to veto leatuns d DN-receptbn equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlsb 
what new produetr they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't naccssaflly nllect what coniumen llke me 
actually m n t .  and It could rcrult In me belng charged mom money for Inlerbr fundbnallly 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkaly to make an Investment In DN-capable recebrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcaat flag technology for dlgltel televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Dan Hull 
4817Wlnter OakWay 
Antelope, CA 95843 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commumcahons Cornnuision 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am vnhng to voice my oppssihon to MY FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcart fl& technology for dipd 
televlsion. As L consumer and aazen, I fed strongly that such a pohcywould be bad for innovabon, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, compehhve markct for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturerr' abhty to mnovate for 
their customers. Allolvlng movie s t u d m s  to veto features of DTV-recepaon equpment wll  enable the studios to 
tell technologsts what new products they C M  create. This d result in products that don't necersdy reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and It  could result in me bung charged more money for infenor 
funcbondty. 

If  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less L U y  to make an mreshnent m DTV-capable 
recmvers and other cqupment. I d not pay more for h c e s  that lumt my nghtr at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart flag technology for digd television. "hank you for your m e .  

Sincerely, 

Davld Stredem 
2501 Winter Haven Dr 
Newark DE 19702 
USA 
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October 17, 2003 

Cornnurrioner Wchd J. Cows 
Federal Commumcahons C o r n i s i o n  
445 12th Street, NW 
Washgton,  D.C. 20554 

D e u  fichael Copps, 

I am w n b g  to voice my opposiuon to any FCC-mandated ndophon of "broadcast fld technology for &gtd 
televlrion. As a consumer and auzm, I feel strongly that such a pokcy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
nghts, and the ulbmate ndophon of DTV. 

A robust, compcuuve marh t  for consumer electronics must be rooted m manufacturers' aMty to movate  for 
thmr customers. A l l o w g  mone stu&os to veto features of DTV-recepuon equipment anll enable the studio3 to 
tell technologsts what new products they C M  create. Tlus will result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actudy want, and it could result in me bung chargod more money for infenor 
funcnonality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would nctually be less Lkely to mpke an mvestment m DTV-capnble 
rece~vers and other equpmcnt. I d not pay more for dmcer thnt h t  my n&ts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not rnandntc broadcast flag tadrnology for digtd television. Thank you for your bme. 

Smcerel y, 

Aaron Read 
649 Broadmoor Blvd 
Sm Leandro, C A  94577 
USA 
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October 17. 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrtlng to volce my oppostlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslen 

I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, snd the adoptlon or D N  

A robust, CompetM~e market for consumer electronlcs rnun be rooted In manuhcturen' abllity to Innovate for thelr 
customerg Allowlng movie studlos to veta features 07 DN-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the nudloa to tell technologists 
what new products they can create 

Thls wlll result In products that don't necerrarlly rcllc* what conrumen llke me actually want I would probably end up 
belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehren and 
other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood 

Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlalon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely 

Karl Tate 
193 Bergen St 
Brooklyn. NY 11217 
USA 



To Page 1 of 1 5 55 37 PM. 10/17/03 5413023099 . 

October 17, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Comrnunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrnlng to volce my opposRlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcis4 flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon h a 
consumer and cklren, I teeel strongly that ouch a pollcy would be bad lor Innmtlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ol D N  

A robust, competkke market for consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manuhcturen' abllHy to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle dudlor to veta lcaturar d DTV-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlab 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll rerult In products that don't necersarlly reflect what conrumen Ilk me 
actually want, and It could rerult In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlenallty 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recekvera 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcas that llmk my rlghtr at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgbl blevlalen Thank you lor your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Kevln Smlth 
2344 Champlon Court 
Ralelgh, NC 27608 
USA 



October 17, 2003 

Commissioner h4ichael J .  Copps 
Federal Commurucahons C o m s s i o n  
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Cops ,  

I am wuhng to voice my opposlhon to any FCC-mudated adophon of "broadcast fl& technology for d t g d  
television. As a consumer and u h z a ,  I feel stxongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ulhmate pdophon of DTV. 

A robust, compchhvc market for consumer electxomcs must be rooted m manufacturers' abhty to movate for 
their mstomers. Allowng movie studios to veto features of DTV-recephon equtpment d l  enable the studtos to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. ' l h s  MLI result m products that don't necessdy reflect 
what consumers hke me actually want, and it could result in me bung chvged more money for mfenor 
funchon&ty. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less kkely to make an mvestment m DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h t  my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dtgd television. ?hank you for your hme. 

Sincerely, 

Jeremy Haugen 
201 Oakwood Dnve SW. 
New Bnghton, MN 55112 
USA 


